
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 90-588-G — ORDER NO. 96-35

JANUARY 11, 1996

IN RE: South Carolina Pipeline Corporation — )
Maximum Rates for Industrial Customers )

)

)

ORDER DENYING
PETITION FOR
REHEARING OR
RECONSIDERATION

This matter comes before the Public Service Commission of

South Carolina (the Commission) on the January 2, 1996 Petition for

Rehearing or Reconsideration filed by South Carolina Pipeline

Corporation (Pipeline or the Company) of Commission Order No.

95-1717 in this docket. Pipeline alleges numerous points on which

it says its substantial rights have been prejudiced. We have

examined all of the points proposed by Pipeline in its Petition.

We find that we have examined each point in detail in Order No.

95-1717. We see no reason to change our minds with regards to the

reasoning in that Order. The Commission holds that its conclusions

in Order No. 95-1717 were fully based in logic, law and the facts.
Therefore based on the reasoning as elucidated in Order No.

95-1717, we believe that the Petition for. Rehearing or

Reconsideration filed by Pipeline must be denied.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

1. The Petition for Rehearing or Reconsideration of Order No ~

95-1717 filed by South Carolina Pipeline Corporation is hereby

denied.

2. This Order shall remain in full force and effect until
further order of the Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE CONNISSION:

Chairman

ATTEST:

Executive Director
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